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MR. KELLAHIN: I am Jason Kellahin, Kellahin and
Fox, Santa Fe, appearing for the applicant.
We would like to move that case 4377 and 4378 which:

relates to a waterflood of the same tract involved in 4377,

we'd like to move that they»be consolidated for the purposes

of testimony.
| MR. UTZ: Cases 4377 and 78 will be consolidated for
the purposes of ﬁestimony.

MR, KELLAHINE We'd like one witness sworh,npleasé,{

WALTER SANER,
called as a witness, hawdng been first duly sworn, was examined
and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. KELLAHIN:

Q  You are Walter Saner. What is your position, Mr. Sgner .
-~ by whom are you employed?

A I'm eméloyed by Champlin Petroleum Company. 1 amrav
staff engineer specializing in secondary covering waterflooding.

Q Where are you located? ‘

A Fort Worth, Texas.

Q In connection with your work as staff engineer do you
have anything to do with the proposed Chaverco-San Andres Pool
waterflood project?

A Yes, sir.
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Q - And agreement?

A Yes, sir,

QH( Havé you ever testified before the 0il Conservation
COmmission?’

A No.:

o Forithe benefit of the examiner would you Sriefly
outline your ;dﬁcational experience?

A 1 g;adﬁated in 1950 from the University ofJOkiahoma,
Petroleum Engineering degree, Bacheior of Science and I went
to work for céahplin éetroleum Company, that is predecessor, in
1951. I haveébeen with the same company since.

Q whaé haﬁe you'done since this periqd of time?

A I was in general engineering until the year 1957,
which would‘bé drillinq, production, everything; and I have
specialized if éecondary recovery waterflooding since 1957,

Q And @hat area have you been wbrking in during that
period of timeﬁ

‘A I have worked all the central states; Tex=as, Oklahoma,
Rocky Mountain§ ~- not particularly New Mexico except for
Cheveroo. o

MR, kELLAHIN: Are the witnesses qualifications
acdeptable? | '

MR, UTZ: Yes. They are.
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(whereupon, Applicant's
Exhibit 1 was marked
for identification)

o) (By Mr. Rellahin) Mr. Saner, referring to what has
beén marked as the applicant's Exhibit No. 1 in this case, would
you identify that exhibit, please?

v A Exhibit 1 is the unit agreement for the development
and ‘operation of the State 32-7-33 unit area, Roosevelt County,
New Mexico. \

Q  Now, what land is covered by this unit agreement?

A This covers all of Section 32, Township 7 South,

"Range 33 East, Roosevelt éounty.

Q Is that state, federal or fee acre#gé?

A It is all state acreage.

-Q Do you know who tﬁe beneficial institutiOn ig" ==
is it common-school land? |

A It is common-school land.

Q Who are the workinq~intereét owners?

A The working-interest owners under the whole tract is
each is fifty-fifty, Champlin Petroleuﬁ and Warren American
Petroleum Company.

Q Have they both agreed to the provisions of this unit
agreenent?

A Yes.

Q What is the participation factor under the unit
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agreement?
| A _ Thé participatioh facéor is based oh the oil éro-

duction last six months of 1969,

Q The tract if"fully developed,~is that correct?

A Well, no. There are three locations that have not
been drilled. | |

Q N&h, or: ghé overgiding royalities, have_the_owners
agreéd to this agreement? -

A Well, we expect to -- we have submitted the form and

~ratifications to them and anticipateé approval on the overriding

krdyilties;

Q They are listed in the exhibit attached io the .
agreement, are they not? |

A Yes.

Q Now, has-this unit agreement been submitfed to the
Commission of Public Lands for approvai? '

A Yes.,

Q And have you received preliminary approval of it?

A~ We hawve received preliminary approval as to form and
content.

Q Subject to the approval of this COmmissién of the
finallapproval, is that correct?

A That is correct.

Q There is a provision in the unit agreement for




expanéiOn‘and subsequent joinder?
A Yes, \
Q Ané is it a form of unit agreement that ﬁaSwheretofor
been approvéd by this Commission?
A Yes.

Q Formally recommended by the State Land Commissioner,

- is that correct?

A Yes.

Q wa, Mr. Saner, do you have a waterflood project

‘preséntly under way on the lands:that are affected by this units

agreement -- well, prior tc getting to that, is there an exhibit

marked as Exhibit 1?

A Exhibit 1 is the outstanding operating agreement

between Warren American and Champlin Petroleum Company which

»kwill cover the operating portions of the unit,

Q And is that in a standard form that has heen used
before in other caséé?' | ‘

A I am not sure if ii is standard for the State Land,
but it covers our operatiohs under this and other acreage in
the area. It was nbt made specially for this unit. It was
existing prior to this unit.

Q You have used the same form in other operations in
this area, is that correct?

. Yes, sir.
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QA Now, is this area subject to é waterfioéd project
at the present time?

A Yes. It is.

Q Do you know the number of the order approving that

project -- I believe it is R-3550, is that correct?

A I believe that is correct, yes ---3550.

Q And in your application for waterflood expahzion,
your expanding that flood, it was a pilot flood?

A It was a pilot €flood, ves.

(Whereupon, Applicant's-
Exhibit 2 was marked for identi-
fication) '

Q  Now, referring to what has been marked Exhibit 2,
would you identify that exhibit?

A‘ Exhibit 2 is a large map showing the proposed units.
It shows off-set wells around it; other property owners. It
shows the present 1n4put well on the Section 32 unit. It shows

two other in-put wells we have on the property to the north.

(Whereupon, Applicant's Exhibit 3
was marked for identification)

0 Now, referring to what has been marked Exhibit No. 3,
would you identify that exhibit? ‘

A Exhibit 3 is a map which shows only the proposed unit
in Section 32-7 South, 33 East. It shows the wells. It shows
the present in~pu§»weli'which'is State 32-7-33 Well No. 5. It

shows the proposed in-put well which will be State 32-7-33
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Well No. 1.

Q Now, is that an existing wellé

A It is an existing, éroducinq well, .

Q And that will be converted to injection, is that
correét?

| A Yes.

Q What is the location of that well?

A That well is in the:Northwestzbf the Northeast
Section 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 Last,

(ﬁﬁereupbn, Applicant's
Exhibit 4 was marked for
fdentification)

Q Now, referring to what has beén marked as Exhibit
No. 4, would identify that exhibit, pledSe?

A Exhibit 4 consists of three paées. Eachiis a grﬁph
showing production performance on the th?ee tracts which will
be consolidated into-this unit and they ére called Hond0wState,’
Shell State and State 32~7-33 leases and they show thaf"these
leases are essentially approaching depletion and shows the
water performance versus time and also the one on State 32-7-33
shows a performance from the water injection and it also sliows
the date the water injection was started. It started in Jahuary
of 1969.

Q You say that well has shown some response toc the

injection program, has Jic?
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A Thete‘is ?ne well on this lease that is reflected in
this curve of the total lease.

Q pd you knﬁw which well tﬁéﬁ is that shows the response?

A fes. "It is No. 9.

Q ﬁhera wOufB it be located?

A Nb. 97is'iBCated nbrthwest diagonally from our present

injection well No. 5.

. (Whereupon, Applicant's
Exhibit 5 was marked for
| identification)

0 Now, refeféing to #hat»has,been marked Exhibit No. 5,
would identify that éxhibit, please?

A Exhibit 5 is a tabulation of the individual well
current rate data anﬂ this shows‘the 0il rate for each well in
the proposed unit; tﬁg water rate, barrels per day and gas
rate, water per cent'ind gas-oil ratio.

Q  Does this indicate that this pool in this area is
in an advancéd stage bf depletion?

A Yes, sir. It does.

Q lAnd does it indicate that there has been some response
to the flooding, the ﬁilot flood project?

A Yes, which can be seen in well No. 9.

(Whereupon, Applicant's
Exhibit 6 was marked for
identification)

Q Now, referrfng to what has been marked Exhibit No. 6,
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would you identify that exhibit? )

‘A Exhibit No. 6 is a tabulation of the injection wells
statisics, Well No. 5, and this shows the in-put rate, Sarrels
per ﬁay, well head preésure, in-put for the month and cumulative
watervin-put fiqures. |

;Q ' You have the cumulative injection to date, is that
corréct?

‘A AYes.

?Qk What pressures do you find operate the best in this
pool?

A Well, from this tabulation you can observe that as
the iates increase the pressure leveled of f at appréximately
800 pounds wéll head pressure and w2 think that indicates
an operating”fracture pressure at which wé'd like to stay at or
below.

Q You don't anticipate exceeding that at least until
you get fill up, is that correct?

axoact .

1 =3 R

A Right. That is another on the long term. W
that the fracture pressure will increase as the reservoir is
pressured up and that it may, late in its life, go as high as
2000}pounds well head pressure.

Q  Maximum pressure then you sa? 2000 pounds maximum?

A Yes. 2000 pounds. We'd iike to have permission to
go that high.

O What rate of injection would you use on these

&
&
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injection welle in the future?

A Up to a maximum of 1200 barrels of water per day.
o] That wouldvﬁeé§0r each injection well?
A Pér well. |
Q Now, in y§ur application you ask for approval, an:
t ' "administrative pr¢cedﬁre for approving other ‘injection wells.
Would that figure appiy to them too?
A Yés.
(Whereupon, Apélicant's

Exhibit 7 marked for
identification)

Q Referring to what has beéﬁ marked as Exhibit No. 7,
E ; ) would identify that éxﬁibit, pleasef
A Exhibit 7 is a diagrammatic sketch of our proposed
well completion for State 32-7-33 Well No. 1. It shéws the
; Casiﬁg, tﬁbing, cement top perforations.

0 That is the existing completion, is it not?

A Essentially, except we have put a proposed packer
in and tubing seatiné which might vary a small amount, but we
would put a packer in the well,

Q It would bé esgentially at that depth?

A At that depth, right.

0 Otherwise the completion is as shown.énd is presently
existing, is that correct?

A Yes.

" »
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Q  The cementing is shown?

A . The Eeménting,‘the casing, the‘perfOrations"and
everything else would remain the same. / .
Would the caéiﬁg to thé annulus be treated with water?
Wé'd.fill it‘with treated water. |

Would you put any pressure:gases at the surface?

Yes.

Will you use an internal~coated‘tubihg?

Y O Y 0 0> 0

No. HWe desire to use a tubing as it is and the
~reason for that is that the life of thisiﬁrojéét is extremely
short and we'd like to -—‘the cost really doesn't justify in
this instance. ' ‘

Q Did you get app:OVal for the use of uncoated tubing in
your pilot injection well?

A Yes. On this lease as'well‘és the two leases to the
north in Section 29,

Q Have you had any problems with cortééion in those wells?

No,

2

Q Are you using coﬁpons for testing the water?
A We have just started using coupons and intend to use
them in the future at the in-put wells. Weihave used coupons
on production wells and have been analyzing the produced water

system,

Q You are injecting produced water in here, are you not?
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A Yes,

Q We will get to that in a moment. Are you treating
the injected water?

A "No.

Q Not at the preserit time?

A Not at the present time.

(Whereupon, Applicégé‘S'
Exhibit 8 marked for
identification)

Q Now, referring to what has been marked aé Exhibit
No. 8, will you identify that exhibit?

A Exhibit 8 is an electfic log upon which has been
marked the perforations and the top of San Andres Fbrméiion éf
the proposed in-put Well No. 1.

(whereupon, Applicant's
Exhibit 9 was marked for:
identification) : 7

0 Referring to what has been marked as Exhibit No. 9;‘
wodid you identify that exhibit, please?

A Exhibit No. 9 shows the gathering system'in this
portion of the field from :the various leases wherein we gatﬁer
all the produced water delivered to a central point in Sect{On 32
and itrié pressured and it shows the injection lines to the
various injection wells both on this proposed unit and to the

north. Section 29.

g) *”pow, the source of your water then is produced water.
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Is that from your own leases or other operator's too?
A It is mainly our own leases, but there are minor

amounts coming from other operator's leases.

.Q . And is this from the San Andres Formation?
} A Tt is all from the San Andres Formation. -
: Q fﬁnd you are reinjecting into it?
A Yes,
Q Is this being done-elsewﬁere in this area? @
A Yes, It is. I know it is being done under the

oberatioh;;s a disposal operation, taking produced water,
:'.>_g " ‘ putting it back in the SankAndfes - érobably noi to the
! ) extent, as large an extent gs we have and I aﬁ not sure if it
'," f & ' is being done on a waterflocd basis or not.
;*} o % - " Q Do you have a water analysis of the produced water?
| A Yes. fThat is Exhibit 10.
(Whereupon, Appliéant's
Exhibit 10 was marked for
identification)
k o { Q Have you made a recheck on the water analysis --
has there been a more recent énalysis made?
a Yes. There has.
- Q Is it ;ééén£i;lly tﬁe same as tﬁis one ;dﬁ are
éﬁbﬁittinq now?
A Ye;.' It i;.

O As a matter of fact, Mr. Saner, the nilot injection

N
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proposal has had only a very small response, isn't that

correct?
;A Yas.
Q But it has had a response?
A Yes.
0] Now, when Champiin originally filed this a§p11c$£ion

which resulted intbrdg;'No.'3550, they applied for salt water
disposal, did fhey not? :

A Yes.

Q But at the hearing it was developed that this would
probably result in some additional recovery and the case was
changed to secondaty recbvery,Ais that correci?

A Yes. |

o] And you feel today that it is essentially a secondary
recovery proiject rﬁther than salt water disposal?

A Yes.

Q Although in fact it serves both purposes?

A Yes. It serves both purposes, You can look ét it
either way.

Q Now, in the application; the applicant applies for
an adminstrative procedure for the conversion of wells or the
drilling of additional injection wells whether or'not there has

‘been a response tc the €lood. Do you feel that 18 essential to

the efficient operation of this project?
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A Yes,
Q Do you anticipate that other injection weils wili be
drilled or producing wells convertéd?
A Yes.
Q At this time could you say which wells or wherqgthey‘

might be located?

A Not for sure. Our plan is to watch this

observe the existence of oriented fracturing for a trenl and
then be flexible enough to add wells in the proper locations as
they prove themselves,

Q Is that the reason then for your reduast.

1=y
3
oA
)
3

administrative’procedure?
A Yes,
Q Were Exhibits 1 to 10 inclusive prepared by youéor
under your supervision?
A Yes.
MR. KELLAHIN: At this time I'd like to offer
Exhibits 1 thréﬁgh 10.
MR. UTZ: Without objection, Exhibits 1 through 10
will be entered into the record in this case.
(Whereupon, Applicant‘%
Exhibits 1-10 were entered
into the case) :

MR. KELLAHIN: That completes the direct examination,

Mr. Utz.
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CROSS_EXAMINATION

BY MR, UTZ:

Q Mr. Saner, how long have you been injecting water
in the wells with uncoated tubing?

A Since January of 1969,

0 And have you had@ occasion to check thatwtubing to
’see;whether there was any corrosion or not? B

A Not the tubing, but we have a pressure gauge on the
annulus and we,have had no problem there. We checked the well
head filter. ff:it was corrosive it would show in the flanges
énd ~- unions is the word -- and there has been nc corrosion
on’the surface connections. We have had no leaks.

'Q You are not using anything to check it?

A We have, on the production systém, the s;ﬁe water
arriving to the plant, but we haven't had it on the down stream
side.

Q  what has been your result with the coupons on the
production? |

A ‘Those coupons show from O0-1 to 0-4 which is very,
very minor corrosion and the;e has been no evidence of corrosion
on any of the production equipment.

Q This is pretty salty water. I was wondering about
that.

A Yes. Our experience is that the saltiness doesn't
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mean it is necessatily corrosive. It is the other chemicals.
Q‘5j>It is a clpsed system, too, is it not?
A Yes.
MR, UT2: I h#ve no other questions of the witness.
You may be eﬁcused.
Statements?

MR. KELLAHIN: That is:all, sir.

CROSS EXAMINATION

BY MR. HATCH:

Q Are these tank batteries on here?
A Yes. fThose circles are tank batteries. ILet me
chahge something. WeAdo have coupons., About two months ago
we put coupons in theﬂin—put wells but they baven't been analyzed
so we intend to keep them in there and we haQe started it but
‘we don'£ have an analysis.
MR. UTZ: Any statements to be made?

The case will be taken under -advisement.
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STATE OF NEW MEXICO )
) ss
COUNTY OF BERNALILLO )

I, Peter A, Lumia, Certified Shorthand Reporter in and for

the County of Bernalillo, State of New Mexico, do hereby

- certify that the foregoing and attached Transcript of Hearing

before the New Mexico 0il Conservation Commission was reported
by me and that the same is a true and correct record of the.said

proceedings, to the béilt of my knowledge, skill and ability.

Certified Shorthand Reporter




QOVERNOR
DAVID F. CARGO

OI1L CONSERVATION COMMISSION CHAMMAN -\
LAND COMMISSIONER
STATE OF NEW MEXICO v Al-lx-:;. ::.muo .
P O. BOX 2088 - SANTA FE

STATE SZOLOG!IST
s7801 A. L. PORTER, JR.
SACACTARY - DIRECTOR

July 10, 1970

Re: Case No. 4378
Mr. Jason Kellahin ) Order No. R-3550-A : -
Kellahin & Fox :

Attorneys at Law ' " Applicant:

Post Office Box 1769 Champlin Petroleum Company
Santa Fe, New Mexico i

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith are two copies of the above-referenced Commis-
sion order recently entered in the subject case.

Very truly yours, ‘

A 25

A. L. PORTER, Jr.
Secretary-Director

ALP/ir

Copy of order also ssnt to:

Hobbs OCC X
Artaesia OCC X
Aztec OCC

Other State Engineer Office
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BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO

IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING
CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION
COMMISSION OF MEW MEXICO FOR
THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING:

CASE No. 4378
Order Xo. R-3550-A

APPLICATION OF CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM
COMPANY FOR A WATERFLOOD EXPAMSION
AND ANENDMENT OF ORDER NO. R-3550,

ROOSEVELT COUNTY, NZVW MEXICO.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on July 1, 1970
at Santa Fe, Hew Mexico, before Examiner Blvi- A. Utz.

NOW, on this__10th day of July, 1970, the Commission, a

quorum being present, having considered the testimony, the record,

and the recomaendations of the Examiner, and being fully advis--
1n the premises, )

FINDS s
(1) That due public notice having been given as required by

: law, the Commission has jurisdiction of this cause and the subject
: matter thereof.

(2) That by Order No. R~3550, dated Movember 4, 1968, the

e Cminion authorized Champlin Petroleum Company to institute

' the Champlin Chaverov Lauck Waterflood Project and the Chawplin
: Chaveroco State 32 Waterflood Project in the Chaverco-San Andres
| Pool, Rooseveit County, New Mexico.

(3) That the applicant now seeks authority to expand its

Champlin Chaverco State 32 Waterflood Project by the conversion
: to water injection its State 32-7-33 Well No. 1, located in Unit
B of Section 32, Tcwnship 7 South, Range 33 East, NMPM, Roosevelt

County, New Mexico.

i
1
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| CASE No. 4378
. Order No. R-3550-A
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,.othorwisc unrecoverable oil, thereby proventing waste.

(4) That the wells in the Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Watér—}
flood Project area are in an advanced state of deplotion and .
ahould properly be classified as “stripper" wells.

(5) That the proposad expansion of the Champlin Chaveroco
State 32 Waterflood Project should result in the recovery of

(6) That the proposed expansion of the Champlin Chaveroo
State 32 Watexflood Project should be approved.

(7) That the applicant further seeks amendment of said:

! Order No. R-~3550 to provide an administrative procedure whorcby (
i the Secretary-Director of the Commission wmay approve the drilling

or conversion of additional water injection wells without a
ghowing of well response at standard locations within said
Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project area as may" be
nccesaary to complete an efficient injection pattern.

(e) Thlt approval of the aforesaid awendément wiil afford :

| the applicant the opportunity to produce its just and eguitable
| share of the 0il in the Chaveroc-~San Andres Pool, and will othor~

wise prcvont waste and protect correlative rights.

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
(1} That the applicant, Champlin Petroleum COnplny,is'hezchy

- authorized to expand its Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood

Project in the Chaveroo-fan Andres Pool by the injection of water
into the San Andres formation through its State 32-7-33 Well No. 1
! located in Unit B of Section 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 :Bast,
EH?%. Roosevelt County, New Mexico. o :
. 3o 3
(2) That monthly progress reports of the expanded Chaﬁplié
' Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project shall be submitted to the
Coamission in accordance with Rules 704 and 1120 of the Commission

Rule- and Regulations.

(3) That Order (2) of Commission Order No. R~3550, dated
' November 4, 1968, is hereby amended to read in its entirety as
followa [

*(2) That the Champlin Chaverco Lauck Waterflood Project and ;

" the Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project, as expandeqd,
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| CASE No. 4378
| Order No. R-3550-A

i

iiahall be governed by the provisions of Rules 701, 702, and 703 of
K&thc Commission Rules and Regulations;
I

. PROVIDED HOWEVER, that the Secretary-Director of the Commis-
igslon”-ay epprove the arilling or conversion of additional water

1 injection wells at gtandard locations within said Champlin Chavero®
| state 32 Waterflood Project area as may be necessary to complete
i an efficient injection pattern in said project; and provided

i further, that the application therefor has been filed in accordanc&
| with Rule 701 B of the Commission Rules and Regulatiens, and !

i

i provided further, that a copy of the application has been sent |
| to all offset operators, it any there be, and no such operator
| nas objected within 15 days. The showing of well response as

E'roquirod by Rule 701 E-5 shall not be necessary before obtaining
| administxative approval for the conversion of additional wells to

! water injection.®

|4 S - :

i T R Ty Pty o S e : '

e (4) That jurisdiction of this cause is cetainsd for-
%icntry of such further orders as the Commission way deem neces-

' DOME at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the dayland year hereinabove:
: designated. P : , : :
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Dorket No. 16-70

DOCKET: EXAMINER HEARING - WEDNESDAY - JULY lL,l§70

9 A.M. - OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION CONFERENCE ROOM,

STATE‘LAND OFFICE BUILDING - SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO

The follow;ng cases will be heard before Elvis A, Utz, Examiner, oy
Daniel S. Nutter, Alternate Examiner:

CASE 4354:

{Continued from the May 13 1970 Examlner Hearlng)

Application of Michael P. Grace and Corinne Grace for

.compulsory pooling, Eddy County, New Mexico. Applizants,

in the above-styled cause, seek an order pooling all
mineral interests from the surface of the ground down to
and 1nclud1ng the ‘Morrow formation underlylng the N/2

of Section 11, Township 23 South, Range 26- East, South
Carlshad: Field,Eddy County, New Mexico, sald acreage to -
be dedicated to a well to be drilled in either the NE/4
NW/4 or the -NW/4 NE/4 of said Section 11. Also to be con-

'‘sidered will be the costs of drllllng said well, a-chargs
for the risk 1nvolved a provision for the allccation of

actual operating costs, and the establlshment of charges

for supervision of said well.

{Reonpened) :

CASE 4165:

CASE 4173:

In the matter of Case No. 41§5vbeing reepeneﬁ pursuant to the
provisions of Order No. R-3795, which order established
l60-acre spacing units and an 80-acre proportional facter

‘of 4.77 for the East Bagley-Pennsylvanian Pool, Lea County,

New Mexico. All interested parties may appear and shaw
cause why the said pool should not be develdped on less tah
l60-acre dpaecing units and to show cause why the 80-azre
proportional factor of 4.77 should or should nct be retained,

(Reopened) :

In the matter of Case No. 4173 being reopered pursuant to ths
provisions of Order No. R#38l1l, which order estzblishsd 80-
acre spacing units and a limiting gas-oil ratic of 4000
cubic feet of gas per barrel of oil for the Hobbs-Drinkaxrd
Pool, Lea County, New Mexico. All interested parties may
appear and show cause why the said pool should nct bs d=v=zls
on 40-acre spacing units and why the limiting gas-<il pati
should not revert to 2000 to one.: -

14
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CASE 4371:

CASE 4372: -1

CASE 4373:

Decket No, 16-70

Application of Betty 0il Company  for a. waterflcod expansion
and amendment of Order No. R-2966, as amended; Lea County,
New Mexico.  Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks
authority to expand its Justis-McKee Unit Watexflood Project:,
Justls—McKee Pool, be the conversion to water injection of
four add1t10nal wells in Units B and H of Section 24, Town-
ship 25 South Range 37 East, and Units D and M. of Section 19,
Township 25 South, Range .38 East, Lea .County, New Mexico.
Applicant further seeks the- amendment of Order Nc. R-2966,

as amended, to:permit admlnlstratlve approval for the drill-
ing or conversion of additional: injection wells at orthodox
or unerthodox locatlons W1thout a: show1ng of well response.

npllcatlon of’ Internatlénal HydrOﬂabbons Incorporated for
an unorthodox gas well location, Lea. County; -New' Mex1co.»
Applicant, ‘inm+the above—styled ‘cause,” seeks approval 6F an
unorthodox gas well location.for a well to be drililed 990
feet from the North and West lines of Section 8, Township 26
South, ‘Range 33 East Red HlllS-WOlfCamp Gas P scl, Lea County,
New Mexico. : SRR ,

Application of Benson-Montin-Greer Drilling Corpdration ‘for
pool redelineation; Rio Arriba County, New Mexico. Applicant,
in the above-styled cause, seeks the redelineation of certain
pool boundaries to include ‘the deletion of the fellowing-
described acreage from the “East . Puerto Chlqulth~Mancos 0il
Pool, Rio Arriba COunty, New- Mex1co. ‘

TOWNSHIP 26 NORTH RANGE l EAST

Sectddbn 20: W/2 : o

Section '29: All

Section 32: All

Section 33: W/2

- TOWNSHIP 25 NORTH, RANGE 1. EAST
Section 4: W/2 -
Section '5: All .
Section 8: "All
Section 9: W/2.
‘Sextion 17: All
Section 20: Alli
Section 29: W/2

and for the extension of the West Puertue Chiguit.--Manaos ©il
Pool to include the above-desuaribed avreag= and the following-
described acreage in said =ounty- '
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Docket No. 16-70

CASE 4374:

¥ CASE 4366:

CASE 4375:

(Case 4373 continued)

TOWNSHIP 24 NORTH, RANGE 1 WEST
Sections 1 through 36 - All

TOWNSHIP 24 NORTH RANGE 1 EAST
Section'6: ALl

Section 7: All
_Section 8: W/2

Section 17: W/2

Section 18: All

Section 19: All

‘Section 20: W/2

Section 30: All"

»Application of Benson—Montln-Greer Drllllng Corporation

for expansion of a unit area Rio Arriba County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause; seeks authority to
expand the Canada Ojitos Unit. Area,,authorlzed by Order No.
R-~2544, to include some 20,480 additional;acres, more or
less, of Federal, State and Fee lands in Townshlp 24 North,
Ranges 1 East and 1 West, Township 25 North, Ranges 1 East
and 1 West; and Township 26 North, Range 1 East, Rio Arriba
COunty. New Mexico.

(Readvaertised) :

Appllcatlon of Mobil 0il Corporatlon for down-hole com-
mingling, Lea County, New Mexico. Appllcant in the
above-styled cause, seeks authority to commxngle production
from the Vacuum—Wolfcamp and Vacuum-Upper Pennsylvanian
Pools,ln the well-bore of its Bridges State Well No. 109,

a triple completion, located in Unit N of Section 24, Town-
ship 17 South, Range 34 East, Lea County, 'New Mexico.

Application of Pan American Petroleum Corporation for an
exception to Rule 104'C. I, Lea County, New Mexico.
Applicant, in the above-styled cause, seeks an exception
Rule 104 C. I of the Commission Rules and Regulations to
permit the completion within 660 feet of another producing
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CASE 4375 -

CASE 4376:

" CASE 4377:

e

CASE 4378:

Examiner Hearing - July 1, 1970 ’ Dccket No. 16-70

Continued from Page 3 -~

well of its Byers "A" Well No. 1 which.is being-direction-
ally drilléed in Unit C of Section 5, Township 19 South,
Range 38 East, Hobbs Pool, Lea County, New Mexico, -pur-
suant to Order No. R-3973.

ApplicatiOn of Pan American Petroleum Corporation for an
exception to Ordér No. R-3221, as amended, Chaves County,
New Mexico. Appllcant in ‘the above-styled cause, seeks
an exceptlon to’ Order No. 'R-3221, as amended, which
order’ prOhlbltS the dlsposal of water produced in con-
junction w1th the productlon of 011 on the surface of the

“ground in Lea, Eddy, Chavrsj‘and Rooseévelt Counties, New

Mexico. Said exceptlon would be for appllcant s Lusk

"A" Lease comprising the NE/4 of Section 6, Township 15
South, Range 30 East, Double:L-Queen Pool, Chaves County,
New Mexico. - Applicant seeks authority to dispose of salt
water produced by wells on Sald 1ease An an unlined- '
surface- p1t - S

‘Applicationkof Cﬁémplin Petroleum Company  for a unit
agreement;, RobseVelt'County, New Mexico. Applicant, in

the - above-styled ‘dause; seeks approval of’ the State
32-7-33" Un1t Area comprlslng 640"acres;- moére or less, of
State»lands in Sectlon 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 East,
Chaveroo-San Andfes'Pool,'Roosevélf County, New Mexico.

Appllcatlon of Champlln Petroleum Company ‘for. a- waterflood
expansion and amendment of Order No. R-3550, Roosevelt
County, "New México. Applicant, in-the ‘above-styled cause,
seeks authorlty to eXpand its State 32 Watérflood Project,
Chaveroo-San Andres ‘P6O1, by the” ‘Convérsion of water
injection of one ‘additional well located ‘in Unit B of
Section 32, Townshlp 7 South; Range 33 Bast, Roosevelt
County, New Mex1co. "‘Applicant ‘further seeks the amendment
of Order No. R-3550 to permit administrative approval for
the drilling or donversion of addltlonal injection wells
without a showing of well response ~
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CASE 4379: Application of Hal M. Stierwalt for an exception to Order
No. R-3221, as amended, Eddy County, New Mexico. WApplicant,
in the above-styled cause, for himself and as agent for

__Southern Union Production ‘Company. seeks. an exception. to
Order No. R-3221, as amended, which order prohibits the
disposal of water produced in conjunétion with the production
of 0il on the surface of the ground in Lea, Eddy, Chaves and
Roosevelt Counties, New Mexico. Said exceptlon ‘would be for
eight of°"Stierwalt's wells and four of Southern Union
Production Company s wells located in Sections 1 and 2 of
Township 16 South Ra_, 30,East West Henshaw—Grayburg
“Pool’; 'baay county, "New axico. Appllcang seeks authority
to dispose of salt water produced by said wells in unlined
surface pits located in the vicinity of said wells.
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CASE 4380: Application of Shenandoah 0Oil Corporation for a waterflood
project, Eddy County, New Mexico. Applicant, in the above-
styled cause, seeks authority to institute a waterflood
project in the Shugart Pool, Eddy County, New Mexico, by the
injection of water into the Yates and Queen formations
througl: its. shugart "B" Well No. 1 located in the SW/4 SE/4

- of Section 33, Township 18 Scuth, Range 31 East.
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‘Chaveroo Fiel

PERFORMANCE CURVE

CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY
Hondo~State Lease

(Location-~Section 32, T7S, R33E)
3-Wells

7

d, Roosevelt County, New Mexico

L PROOVE.

P -

TN -

WATER " PERCENT
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Lease & Well No,

State 32-7-33 Well

State 32-7-33 Well

State 32-7-33 Well

‘State 32:7-33 Well

State

State

State

State

State

32-7-33 Well

32- 7-33 Well

32 7-33 Well
3& 7 33 Well

32-7-33=We11

Hondo-State No.
Hondo-State No.
Hondo-State No. .

Shell-State No.

)

2

No.
No.
No.

No.

No.

'ﬁo.

No.
Fo.

NO‘.

CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY

INDIVIDUAL WELL CURREN% RATE DATA-MAY 1970 P

PROPOSED STATE 32-7-33 UNIT

CHAVEROO FIELD, ROOSEVELT COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
(Section 32, T7S, R33E)
| | . B Gas-01i1 ?
-0il Water Gas Water Ratio -3
“8bis/Day Bbls/Day chf/Day Percent Cu,Ft./Bbl, ;
1 3 3 5.6 S0 1,900 é ]
2 1 g 3.4 95 3,533 i
3 3 6 3.0 67 1,033 T
4 7 31 5.9 82 g8
s WATER INJECTION ELL
6 4 4 7.8 50 2,000
7 8 7 6.8 48 876 7
8 6 22 4,8 79 818
9 11 97 10.0 90 928
6 8 17.1 57 3,006
5 4 10.0 45 2,014
4 4 3.9 50 1,099
3 7 3.5 69 1,100

BEFORE EXAMINER UTZ
e NSERVATION COMMISSION

t
';G~NM* EXHIBIT NO. _3

i CASE NO_ ¢/ 3 9. Y3y
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T

Year Water
& : Input Rate,

Month : Bbls/Day
Jan, 1969 383
Feb, 301
Mar. 515
April 511
‘May 580
June ‘620
July 617
Aug, 717
Sept. 725
Oct. 688
Nov. 605
Dec. 540
Total 1969

Jan, 1970 654
Feb, 712
Mar. 751
‘April 657
May 812

E : H
. H
i  WBS:dw
i 6=24-70

CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY

INJECTION WELL STATISTICS

‘State 3217-33,Leasé, Well No, 5

Weliﬁead'
Pressure,

Psig
170
320
600
760

.-—800%
760

-840
840
890
860
520
750

780
790
800
860
800

Chaveroo Field, Roosevelt County, New Mexico

- -Cumulative

- Water Water Inptit
Input for Since 1-1<69 :
Month, Bbls, ) Barrels i ’
: ‘, ¢ Y
6,898 6,898 ~ i 2
8,430 19,328 S

15,970 31,298
15,326 46,624
17,954 . . 64,578
18,595 83,173
19,121 102,29
22,235 124,529
21,739 146,268
17,898 164,166
18,139 182,305
16,725 : 199,030
199,030
20,272 219,302
19,935 239,237
23,279 : 262,516
19,724 282,240
25,192 © 307,432

BEFORE EXAMINER UTZ

1L

e

CASE NO. H ®719-Y>7¢

M‘g@_we EXHIBIT NO. _G

CONSERVATION COMMISSION
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| | STATE. 32-7-33 wew Mo |
! - ' KocceverT Co, N M.
' DF ELev — 443 ?"

' Jm/-4:i,9.5*05(f

‘ BEFORE EXAMlNER utZ
Iy oce NSERVAT!ON COMMISSION

~EXHIBIT NO._7

\ CASE NO,_Y3171-437%

E.{bf of Cemeat e 29007

NY

NS A SSASNER KK
YA LSCNSIS

‘ /
Top +f Sen AneaceG 2537

@m.

“Perfs 4296 15 4244°

s ?PTL‘(’ 4%7?
T

10 : 43R0’

u»ﬁ._"&,‘gi

Csc Svt<e 43797

i e Aprit 4 260/




5

) R32E

R 33 E .
. o Taylor Pruitt Toylor Prultt : Rumble Champlia ~Warcen Am, ~ Geror Ol Alrish-Howell | Pon-2m, Chomo
CHAVEROO FIELD" - » 1 : 3 ) H
o7 e8 o4 oS o! s o! o9 o! ® ® ™
Chaves & Roosevelt Cos,, N. Mex , ! ’
AC tu“‘ Ihftﬁlratl on L_ ] Federol B Federal
MQV )970 Southwesteen Notl, Gas Ry Chomplin ~Warran Am,
) szﬁ%f 4000 o? . o' o3 “o® o? ' of o2 ot o’ ot 3 o®
E s ; , .
| _twmdte - Federor 1 Fedarol 29 ¢¢32°
Toyter Pruiti ~ 20 F westom Siter oz 90 :
Champl'h Pe-t rolevm CO. ‘ : _Westera Ststes Prod. =
3 2 2 3 4 7 3 U ] 2 2
Salt Water Gathering £ | * . oz . . . . o el . o
Injection Syst em.
_ : 2
' 4 [ . t 2 1 8 4 4 13 ? 1
. e [ ] ° ] ® [ ® [ ] ® [ ®
’ Lease Tonk Boaltery o )
Humbdie=- Tucher  Tucher - Hoil Farrel Fedarol Laoveh Federol” U.S.
O Worer Flood Plont Site T. Proist : Toylor Prulit Coymon Torp, Schaelder Champlin - Warden Am. Sunroy —1
B - o - ' : ' : [
L] 7 g ] 9 3 4 [ 3 U [ 2 SAZ
B\ Water Injection Well ¢ : . ¢ 1 ° ° A DYRREE S A \ U *
W 1
. . | S Mondo Hanla-S/aIr tﬂell Slall i [ Srof] —— )
Woter Ga[/]enng Line '} “ehamslin- Wun'n Am fcnnmphn-w«r /Iiﬂ' r
- . - '__: l
=~ Woler [njection Line ot LA N L o? o! o° o . booer o'az |
, | - MNondo~ Stete
| _ KNS ___3g MndersenzStete | | _ Eihsing Y S re>d ) )~
T.Pruitt | T Prell? ' i Y. Praitt MeGrath— _?mlh 1 Shell McGrath-Smith Skaily |sq|
e® { o | -2 .1 o2 o2t l o't | .3cvs: e28 '.zr‘ f
T 1 - ! i
S | P !
. 1 | : - . .
__ ] : - d— = S
- z‘ - ' § : : ‘ F.L.I 9 am-f ' -
. - . . -
t‘_‘ 0] * ¥ | oz ! o! | o! ems |- g0 | g2cve elcvs o412
7 : I ! " : - |- :
,D 44 Yo [ nderson=-51. 1 Stote ] 4 XM.S. Stole 15 State Stote Srale ;
o é : -~ Chomptln-Wornn Am —Sana;ls, 1:(:hcmp,-wlh-n Chemplin_ So-‘PlI. Expl. Inec. Cﬁbmvl;lh—Vlcrtcn Am. So. Prod. h?
1 o . \p) 4 & 2 1 N 3 24 1A 2 792, : 2 it
Z OO0 ® 'Y 0c 4 - e . ) o ° ,‘: ° ° ° ° PO
— g : . - . ’ l - ’
2 z z "\ . Signor< $tare 2”} Srate 7 __State 574 |
O L. Champ-W.Am | Adoba
< @ ~ : 1451, 3 N
X % 3m ’ @. 2 7 ° ~ :
WS Xy ® AR R © © l o
W E’u ot State 1 sn‘:fgu Leaick - ST.. 6 £429° s,
o (£ O Champ. ~Warren Am ~Sigaol Chemplin 5 e
A
O o ot °°
. o b
n
% = « Stale
! v ICh-W.A.~ Siq. Srate
Champlin - Ware.
| IS 08'
Store Store Srore "s” Stare “s% Store




b R 32 E

Taytor Pruilt Toylor Prultt :,\ Humbla Champtin ~Wercen Am. Gerar O11 Alltlsh-Howell} Pon-Am, Champlin, Worren American, Xera & T.Browen
o7 o8 o4 oS5 : e! e53 o' e e! 7.5 o! o' o' o'3 o's
L_ e Federal Federol
- Southwasleen Nol), Gos Champlln = Waccen Am.
- 440" :
o? ol o? o ®? o! ) Py o3 P @' PRE o
-”::.".’: :’1’2‘_’_ Federot 30 28
Toylor Peuitt [~ “Western Stales Pros. ’
.3 o o2 Py ) .4 o? ®3 o2 .2 .5 .7 .’
P o! o! o2 2! e? P °! o! o3 °* P
Humblo-Tacker’ Tocker=-Nolf Farre! Federdl U.S.A. J.F. Farrell
T. Pruith : Tayler Prultt Cayman Corp, Schialder c!u:mp!ln-vunlcn' Am. Sunray — OX : i Skelly ; Sxally
: = ) | . |
e | e’ PY ) e? 3 P o' o o' | ¢ ®? LYY 32 | eV | Py
| : ! -
T sosge  lerto-stare shensiote L _ steA\ —— e i
i Champlin — Warcen Am Chamoplin ~WarceR Am 420" r Skelly i |
: 1
{ \ | o
PY o3 [ P . Y] - o o! o3 e6 o9 | o2 PLYS [ ol!T i o!V i 9537
I - ; : - U
. ) L . y €427
KNS '3|6 Andersin—Stole - ”°'"’°3'I$-“" C - 32 M enao 7 | | #o2es ' ]
Teritt | Teeury ) {r.'an uesrom-}'mim T shan Thesratnswin Stely  Isunroy-0x"" Skelly | Suncas-0X
) | ] . .
L 2
o | -e! : @2 : o2 o | o't : o3cve,  g2o 27 : o242 : T 1 o™
o I i | ' 2 !'»} et !
] ,,....___._t ) R __.___.__’ }7 i'}) | I
i { g S-t.ingrom Voo :
- e | i i L i
e | Py o | ot eta 1 - g0 1 gocve e!cvs 0352 o542 | otT gn v
1 ! " 1 ol ' A . l. $#4D
Underson-St. 1 Srate | L KMS. Stole | Srafe Stote Stale Store —Hobbs
Champhin-Worran Am - Signol 1Chomp - W.Am Chomplin So. Pel. Expl. Inc. Chomplin~ Warren Am. So. Prod. oolin ;S;;"’"’\:tﬂ"ﬁ: Chomptin
: f67° * ’ J 40" 4 '
: . A LA 2 1 1 -2 1-1
ot o’ ol 1 o o' .o o? ° Y ° : ° ° ° "
Signal—State 2”. Stofe State 5-74 ]
Chomp ~W.Am Adobka Chognp-WAm. }
v q448 1451 3" A
1 2 o’ 8 2-1
@ @ @ ® - ® [ ]
State I Srote Levick - SI 6 5 $429° Store ate | Store
Chomp.—Warren Am -Siqr\ul7 Chompllin I ers & Keanedy
°* P34 | ®
Stale N Srale }
Cn=W, A~ Sig. Champlin —Warren Am. |
o’
Stote Stare Store "6" Stale "5” Store “rco~Srete

nwo -




e w———
-

CHAVERo0  FIELD
3 _ " CHAVES ;.l Ro0SEVELT CoNTIES

NEW MEXICO

- EXHIBIT A

L4
ol

FORMATION WATER ANALYSIS ( SAN  ANPRE 5>
Milligrams per Liter

¢
z—'ﬁﬁ .« ‘ :
oy

3 Na T 66,600
.Ca ' 27,680
- 3 Mg : A 4,860
S S04 200
i? | ci 165,600
EESEE HCOs R Tair
AR co3 | ___nil
o é Total Solids , 264,940
- % Iron - » None
| Specific Gravity @ 60° F 1.174
A !
ks .
S| Hydrogen Sul fide, HaS Present
; !
§
i
i
] [TBEFORE EXAMINER UTZ
: 1L CONSERVATION COMMISSION
] @b ~- EXHIBIT NO._l2 ‘
-21- | CASE NO. §3372-437%
rii ——
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KELLAHIN AND FOX™ -
ATTORNEYS AT LAW =
‘ 542 EAST SAN FRANCISED STR ‘
JASON W. KELLAHIN POST/OFFICE sox i76s : T:chaons‘:982-4315
ROBERT E.FOX » SANTA FE, NEW MEX(CO 8748 . - Area CobE 505

June 12, 1970

'

i L .

| e ot v i AR A \\
i,

e 32

0il Conservation Commission of New Mexico

p.0. Box 2088 _ )
~santa Fe, New Mexico .
Gentlemen: \* |

Enclosed; in‘triﬁlicate, are,the Mpplications of

Ch%mﬁlih;PetrOIQ' - cempany for appr0va1§ofla“qﬁitﬁ
agreemeht,~and for:expahsion“ﬁf a waterglopd‘pﬁo~~

ject, in the Chaveroco-San Andres Pcol, Roosevelt
County, New Mexico. ' ’

It is ourvunderstanding that these cases will be -
set for hearing pefore the Comaission's examiner
on July 1, 1970. o ‘ :

e Yours very truly,;f
: | a - vo - Nl A
: ason W. Kellahin '

JWK/mc
Enc.
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N S
=

OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION OR=NEW MEXICO

1 N

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION | e &3 ;247/
OF CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY FOR ; o
APPROVAL OF EXPANSION OF A WATERFLOOD i
PROJECT, ROOSEVELT COUNTY, NEW MEXICO

APPLICATION

Comes now Champlin Petroleum Coméany and applies to the
0il Conservation Cdmmission of New Mexico éor approval 6f a pilot
waterflood project in the Chaveroco-San ﬂndies Pool, Roosevelt
County, New Mexico, and in support~thereoféwould show the Commission:

1. Applicant is the operator oféa pilot waterflood pro- -
ject heretofore apptoved by the 0il Conseréation Commission of New

Mexico by its Order No. R-3550, entered Onfﬁovember 4, 1964, which

- order, among other things, authorized the ihjecﬁion of water in-

the Champlin State 32-7-33 Well No. 5, loca?ed"in'ﬁnit J of ‘séc-
tion 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 East, N.M.P.M., Roosevelt County,
New Mexico. o

2. Applicant propvoses to expand éaid.waﬁerfloéd project

by adding as an injection well, its State 3?—7-33 ﬁéli No. 1, lo-

cated in Unit B of said Section 32.

3. Having already received a reséonse to the injection
of water into the No. 5 well, Applicant antééipates“that it Will.be
advisable, for the efficient operation of tﬁe waterflood project,
to add additional injection wells, and drilf additional producing

wells from time to time, and therefore requests adoption of an ad-
~ 3 —

ministrative procedure whereby present producing wells may be con-
verted to water injection, and additional injection wells may bhe

drilled at standard locations for the purpose of establishing an

efficient waterflood pattern, whether it is %hown there has been a

response to the water injection program, or not.'




4. There is attached hereto a plat of said Section 32,
showing the location of producing and injection wells.

5. Approval of this application is in the interests of
conservation of oil and gas, will result in a greater recovery of
0il that would not otherwise be recovered, and will protect the cor-
: fr . relative'righfs of owners in the section and will not impaif the
correlative rights of others.

WHEREFORE Applicant prays that this matter be set for
hearing before ﬁhe Commission cr the Commission's duly appointed - | ‘
examiner, and that after notice and hearihg as required by 1éw;'thé

Commission enter its order granting the relief prayed for.

Respectfully shbmitted,

. . " CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM COMPANY

By—hoaav W . I{J,”«»L ] |
JLLARIN & FOX - .

0. Box 1769
Santa Fe, New Mexico

Attorneys for Applicant

A ARG
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CHAMPLIN-W. AMER. | CHAMPLIN-W. AMER. CHAMPLIN-W.AMER.
;O Y@ O
40 Ac. 40 Ac.  80Ac.

State | - State ' ' State
. CHAMPLIN-W.AMER.

_ 80 Ac. '

3 2 - Stote

" CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM-WARREN AMERICAN _

frva—.

8 ' Y 3
° : o . °

®

400 Ac.

P aunian

State of New Mexico

ﬂ
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LEGEND: EXHIBIT A
vrzs777 UNIT AREA o 2 o
TRACT NUMBER | hamplin LeTrolewm Coompany
@ CHAVEROQO FIELD-

STATE 32-7-33 UNIT
Roosevelt County, New Mexico
‘- SCALE

o 2000 FT,




DRAFT
~ GMH/esr
< BEFORE THE OIL CONSERVATION COMMISSION
W OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO
.~ IN THE MATTER OF THE HEARING Vol

CALLED BY THE OIL CONSERVATION /A
‘ Y

i COMMISSION OF NEW MEXICO FOR é&,‘ ‘
F ) i THE PURPOSE OF CONSIDERING: <::::;”’/’f”f—¢

CASE No., 4378

Order No, R-

c&"“:;%?;?f/; 72? 3;fi>d 4
) APPLICATION OF CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM o ,
S . ‘COMPANY FOR A WATERFLOOD EXPANSION 1 /me ‘ : ‘
S AND AMENDMENT OF ORDER NO. R-3550, = ' :
- ROOSEVELT COUNTY, NEW MEXICO. , R i
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

F ' BY_THE COMMISSION: N .
. ; - ' K‘/;‘ : ) . \; -

This cause came on for hearing at 9 a.m. on { July 1 / _, 1970, ’ |

} at Santa Fe, New Mexico, before Examiner ElVlS AF Utz e T
NOW, on this - _day of JﬁlY i 1970 the Cbmm1551on, a

#gf_x ) quofum being ~resent, having considered the- testlmony, the ;eeord_
' and the recommendatlons of the Examlner, and being fully advised
in the premises, ’ -

T
IV

» FINDS:
ﬁjﬁ-..v ! o (1} That due public'notice’haviﬁg been given as;reqUired by
ST law, the Commission has ju’ isdiction of this cause and the subject
s ‘ matter thereof.

(2) That by Order No. R-3550, dated November 4, 1968 __the

Commission authorized Champlin Petroleum Company to inStitute

the Champlin Chaveroo Lauck Waterflood Project and the Champlin
Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project in the Chaveroo-San Andres

Pcol, Roosevelt County, New Mexico.

E (3) That the applicant now seeks authority to expand its
Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project by the conversion
aly 4l 32-7-33 wetl xe. !
to water injection ef one—addi-tional-weti located 1n Unlt)B of

Section 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 East, NMPM, Roosevelt

County, New Mexico.
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aigE No. 4378

(4) That the wells in the Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Water-
flood Project area are in an advanced.state of depletion aqd
should properly be classified as "strippé;“ﬁwells..

~k5) That the proposed expansibﬁ of the Champlinréhaveroo
State 32 Waterflood Project should result;in the recovery o;“'
otherwise unrecoverable 0il, thereby preventing waste.

(6) That the proposed expansion of the Champlih Chaveroo
State 32 Waterflood Project should be apprpvéd.

(7) That the applicant further seeks amendment of said

Order No. R-3550 to provide an administrative procedure whereby

or conversion of additional water injection wellq.yithoﬂt a

‘showing of well reéponsqﬁwithih said ehemplin.Chaveroa-Lawele and

Champlin Chaveroco State 32 Waterflood Project areag as may be
G .. . . :
necessary to complete efficient injection patterns.
(8) That approval of the aforesaid amendment will afford
the applicant the opportunity to produce its‘just and equitable
share of the oil in the Chaveroo-San Andres Pool, and will other-

wise prevept“waste and prdtect correlative rights, previded-eaid-

‘injeetion wells axe~deitied—ro-TIOSET then —feet. Lto-the

puter-bounéasyaaﬁ-the_aforesaiddﬁitoﬁilood projectareas—hor.
closer—than— —feet-to_any quarter-guarter section-—er—
subdivistomrinmer boundary—

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

(1) That the applicant, Champlin Petroleum Company, is hereby
jauthorized to expand its Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood

Project in the Chaveroo-San Andres Pool by the injection of water

A ALLES2-7-3 3wl e, /
into the San Andres formation through,sme—additienad-wedl located

in Unit B of Section 32, Township 7 South, Range 33 East, NMPM,

Roosevelt County, New Mexicc.
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V tions, and provided further, that a copy of the application has

i =3
¥CASE No. 4378

i

f (2) That monthly progress reports of the expanded Champlin
Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Project shall be submitted to the
Commission in accordance with Rules 704 and 1120 of the Commission
SRules and Regulations.

(3) That Order (2) of Commission Order No. R-3550, dated

November 4, 1968, is hereby amended to read in its entirety as

follows:

"(2) That the Champlin Chaveroco Lauck Waterflood Project and
the Champlin Chaveroo State 32 Waterflood Projecq;shall be governed
by the provisions of Rules 701, 702, and 703 of the Commission

Rules and Regulations;

PROVIDED HOWEVER, that the Secretary-Director of the Commis-

sion may‘apﬁroVe jhe drilling or conversion of additional water
. M‘!ﬂ : ALG 32
injection wells,within said@aterflood oject areag as may be

rd
- ’

’ - 7
necessary to complete:gfficieng‘injection patterngy prewided said

w ] o : —foat—to—threouter

b

= Y bﬂEvfséon—iaae;—bounda;y,J

and provided further, that the application therefor has been filed

in accordance with Rule 701 B of the Commission Rules and Regula-

been sent to all offset operators, if any there be, and no such

operator has objected within 15 days. The showing of well response

as required by Rule 7C1 E-5 shall not be necessary before obtaining
gadministrative approval for the conversion of additional wells to
%water injection."

(4) That jurisdiction of this cause is retained for the

:entry of such further orders as the Commission may deem necessary.

¥

DONE at Santa Fe, New Mexico, on the day and year hereinabove
'designated.
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